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POINTERS 


The Joint Report on Relations between the Church of England 
and the Church of Scotland is reviewed on page 11 by the Rev. 
A. O. Barkway, Priest-in-charge of St. Andrew's, Milngavie. Being 
Vice-President of the Scottish Church Union and of the Confrater- 
nity of Scottish Priests and General Secretary of the Scottish Con- 
pexstaity of the Blessed Sacrament, kr. Barkway is in touch with 

Catholic opinion in Scotland and writes with wide knowledge. 


How right Fr. Barkway ts in eriticizing the vague statement 


about Presbyterians being allowed to receive Communion at our 


altars in special personal circumstances “has already been shown — 


by the ditierent interpretations put upon the recommendation by 
the Bishop of Brechin, one of the “ Obse rVeTS . appointed to 
act for the Episcopal Church in Scotland “ and by the Presby- 
terians. Writing in the Church Times of June 8, the Bishop says 
that cases covered by the recommendation “ are ex hypothest ex 
ceptional,” and again, itis only exceptional cases of real spinitual 
~ hardship which are concerned”. In. the July issue of Life and 
Work: The Record of the  hirck of Scotland, on thie other hand, 
the Rev: T. Ralph Morton, giving-his impression of the 1951 
General Assembly, writes: “Interchange of preachers, and 
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permission, under certain circumstances, for the members of the 
one Church to receive Communion in the other, mean nothing new 
for us. But they mean a great deal for the Church of England, 
whose-views are so different. What was new was the recognition of 
the place of personal relationships in this question (his italics). It 
is something quite new to see in the fact that a husband and wife 
belong to different Churches a reason why they should be free to 
go together to Communion.” 

It is clear that yet again, as so Often before, it is the Anglicans 
who are giving away “a great deal": for the Presbyterians there 
is “ nothing new " in the recommendations—their principles re- 
main untouched. 

It is interesting to note, by the way, that the Church Informa- 
tion Board charges 2s. 6d. for its edition of the Report. The Church 
of Scotland Publications produce their edition—in smaller print 
and in 20 pages instead of 28, it is true—for 6d. | 

* * * * * 


Thursday, October 25th, 1951, is a date to be noted by ali in 
London and its neighbourhood. On that day there will be High 
Mass and sermon at 11.30 a.m. at All Saints, Margaret Street, 
W. 1, and a United Rally for all Church People in the Kingsway 
Hall at 7.30 p.m. in defence of Church Principles. Tickets for 
reserved seats for the meeting, price one shilling, can be obtained 
from the Rev. E. M. M. Newbatt, 52 Clissold Crescent, N. 16. A 
stamped addressed envelope should please be enclosed ‘with the. 
application for tickets. We trust that all who can will be present 
at the High Mass and that the meeting will be well supported. 


_ 


Continued from page 16.. 


other words, the ministers of the new Church of North India-who 
come from non-episcopal bodies, are to be recognized as fully - 
ordained priests. And it should be noticed that ‘‘ From the be- 
ginning of the union every Bishop and every Presbyter of the 
United Church may celebrate the Holy Communion in any church 
of the Church (including, of course, what are now Anglican 
churches) and shall be eligible for any appointment for which he 


Is otherwise fitted ’’ (including appointment to what-are now 


Anglican parishes). 
There could not be a more complete repudiation of the Catholic 
tradition of the ministry. : 
It remains to be seen whether this arrangement will meét with 
the approval of the Lambeth Consultative Committee. 


(Lo be concluded.) 
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A SCOTTISH CATHOLIC COMMENT 


On the Joint Report on Relations between the’ Church of ccs ct 
and the Church of Scotland 


The title of this Report, “ Relations between the Church of 
England and the Church of Scotland ", raises the whole question 
of‘ What is the Church ? ” and ignores the fact that the Anglican 
Communion ts at work in Scotland. The rose and thistle-on the 
cover and title page of the edition of the Report issued by the 
Church Information Board (they are not found on the edition of 
the Report issued by the Church of Scotland Public ations) vive 
the impression that the two bodies are indeed the Church of the 
English and the Church of the Scottish peoples respectively. . That 
is just the opinion of the Established Church of Scotland which 
is always trying to get Anglicans to recognize them as such, and 
as, in reality as well as in name, the Church of Scotland. But this 
can never be admitted by any true Anglican who is familiar with 
the Scottish Presbyterian Establishment. The faith and practice 
of a Church is not the important point to them, but the legal 
establishment is what matters. This is not always understood 
outside Scotland. 


THE APPENDICES TO THE REPORT 


Appendix IV, showing Resolutions of the Upper and Lower 
Houses of the Convocation of Canterbury on Interchange of 
Preachers, May 27th, 1943, and.Appendices V and VI, showing 
respectively Resolutions of the Convocation of Canterbury, 
January 18th and roth, 1933,.and of the Convocation of York, 
June 1931 and January 1933, on Resolution 42 of the Lambeth 
Conference, 1930, dealing with “ the conditions under which 
Bishops of the Anglican Communion might sanction exceptions 
to the general rules of the Anglican Church governing the re- 
ception of the Holy Communion ”’, are a shock to a Scottish 
priest. We are just discussing now in Scotland the question of 
permitting non-Anglicans to preach in our pulpits, and Catholics 
are striving hard to avert it. In England, it appears, anyone can 
preach at any time or receive Holy Communion with the permis- 
sion of the Bishop. Scottish Catholics may be pardoned, perhaps, 
for questioning how far that really safeguards English pulpits or~ 
-their altars, as no Bishop is bound by the conditions laid down 
in the Resolutions. It would appear, therefore, that the issue has, in 
principle, already been decided in England, despite the rubrics in 
the Ordinal and the Communion Service. It should. be remembered 
by English churchmen that we in Scotland have never accepted 
- such infringements of Catholic order, and that if the Convocations 
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accept the proposals made in the Report under review, they will 
seriously embarrass their fellow-churchmen here, and quite pos-_ 
sibly still further handicap our already very difficult task of main- 
taining and propagating our common faith in this land. 

(Note: The Resolutions do not make the interchange of 
preachers and the giving of Communion to non-Anglicans quite 
so easy and indiscriminate as our contributor suggests, but we 
agree that with growing laxity there is indeed great danger lest 
what began as special permission to be granted only in exceptional 
and occasional circumstances should become the normal practice 
and be indiscriminately allowed. Ed.) 


THE REPORT 


It i is comforting to read in the Report (page 7) that *‘ on both 
sides, grave obstacles were acknowledged to stand in the way of 
the attainment ”’ of full unity. There had been a fear that, these 
conversations might result in there being two bodies in Scotland 
in communion with the Church of England but not in communion 
with each other ! We cannot be grateful enough that this, which 
would have created an almost unbearable tension in the Anglican 
Communion, has been averted, and that it is clearly stated that 
no permission can be accorded to Anglicans to communicate in 
Presbyterian churches. What does give real cause for anxiety.are - 
the three recommendations to be put before the Convocations in 
England and the Assembly in Scotland. 


THE RECOMMENDATIONS 


The first recommendation, 
“that (subject as always to the approval of their respective 
Presidents), the Convocations of Canterbury and York be in- 
vited in due course to give formal sanction to the extension, 
with the consent of the Ordinary, of invitations to preach in 
Churches belonging to the Church of England within their 
respective Provinces to duly accredited ministers of the Church 
of Scotland 
does not primarily concern us in Scotland. But I would like to 
raise the question, ** What is the Catholic pulpit for? ’’ Is it not 
to preach the Catholic faith? But ministers of the established 
Church of Scotland, along with those of other Protestant bodies, 
do not believe this faith, so what purpose is served by such in- 
 vitations ? They may be better scholars, more moral characters, 
than many of us priests, but that is not the point. Moral uplift 
is not the purpose of preaching, nor is it meant to be-a_means of 
conveying messages of mutual esteem. Is not the recommendation 
thus a prostitution of the Catholic pulpit ? 
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The second recommendation, 
“ to give formal approval to the acceptance by ministers of the 
Church of England ‘(subject to reference by such ministers, in 
accordance with ecclesiastical usage, to the appropriate Bishop 
of the Episcopal Church in Scotland) of invitations to preach 
in Churches belonging to the Church of Scotland "’, 
concerns us closely. The practice of clergymen of the Church of 
England preaching in Presbyterian pulpits here has long been a 
‘source of scandal to the faithful in Scotland. Hitherto they have 
usually done so in defiance of the Scottish Bishops. Now it ts 
proposed to regularize this practice by ~ reference to the appro- 


priate Bishop of the Episcopal Church in Scotland '*. What would 


happen if the Bishop refused permission may be left to the i imagina- 
tion. He is not even to be asked to approve : he is just to be told. 
So that there is little safeguard here. Furthermore there is an 
opinion abroad at the present time that infringements of Church 
regulations are made right “ with the consent of the Bishop "’, as 


if the Bishop could make right things that are wrong in principle. 


If this recommendation is passed by the Convocations, I can 
foresee a great influx of Anglicans into Presbyterian pulpits within 
areas covered by our churches, with even our Bishops powerless 
to control or prevent it. Thus the present scandal to the faithful 
will be as nothing to what might be caused in the future, and we 
could no longer claim that these preachers were acting without 
the authority of the Church. | 

The third recommendation is 

‘to give formal sanction to the admission, subject to , the con- 
sent of the Ordinary, of baptized communicant members of the 

Church of Scotland, cut off by distance from convenience of access 

to the ministrations of their own Church, or m special personal 

circumstances, to Holy Communion in the Church of England.” 
In considering the admission .of Presbyterians to Church of 
England altars two things should be remembered. Firstly, that 
the average Presbyterian communicates very seldom, usually four 
times a year, and has no desire to do so more often : and secondly, 
that his Communion Service is similar to that of the Free Churches 
in England and is very unlike the Eucharist; for example, he 
always sits to receive Communion. So the rational place for him 


to communicate in England is net in the parish ehurch, but ‘in - 


the Nonconformist chapel. It is only his Erastianism which makes 
him want to be present at a service he does not understand and 
really does not approve off So there can be very few, if any, 
Church of Scotland people cut off from Communion, and all could 
receive if they would go a few miles to the nearest Noncontormist 
chapel, of which there is no lack in England. 

What exactly is meant by © special personal circumstances 
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It is one of those vague phrases which can be made to cover 
any conceivable circumstance which unprincipled men can find 
for evading the age-old discipline and custom of the Church. It 


raises the question whether it does really matter to which “Church” 


a man belongs, and encourages the belief that the Church of 
England is just one of many bodies which together make up the 


Church. If “in special personal circumstances "’ a Presbyterian . 


can be given Communion at an Anglican altar, why not at other 
times? If there is no essential barrier, then are we not wrong to 
forbid any professing Christian from sharing our Sacraments? It 
raises again the question, ** What is the Church ? ”’ 


CONCLUSION 

So we end where we began. This is the fundamental question 
which the Convocations have to face in considering these recom- 
mendations and this Report. We in Scotland have maintained 
the Catholic view of the Church amid very great difficulties, and 
even under persecution, for the past two hundred and fifty years 
since Presbyterianism became established. Surely our brother 
Catholics in England ought to consider our position and our views 
before accepting these recommendations which cannot but make 


‘our work more difficult.. 


We are grateful that the Report does not go further: that it 
does not, for instance, suggest reciprocal action in respect of inter- 
change of pulpits and intercommunion. But we do feel that it is 
just another decline from the traditional position of the Anglican 


Communion, of which there have been so many examples in recent. 
years. We are reminded that it was just because these things - 


were practised in South India on a mutual basis, and no difference 


made in practice between Anglicans and hon-Anglicans, that the 


so-called reunion was made possible. If we Wish to:avoid a ** South 
India ’’ in Britain, we feel that these attempts at intercommunion 
and interchange of pulpits must be fought and bvercome at the 
beginning, lest a similar position be reached here: ~~ 

Finally, we believe, with many of you in England, that these 
things hinder rather than help the true unity of Christendom. 
There cannot be real unity until we all believe the same faith. 
In Scotland the Established Church is slowly but surely coming 
to recognize the truth of much for which we stand. If we are 
patient, I believe there may in time be a real unity of faith. If 
we sacrifice principle now, we may throw that hope away. 

For these three reasons, then, weyare hoping and praying that 
the Convocations will refuse to accept these recommendations : 
on the ground that they will do harm to the faith in Scotland, to 
the Anglican Communion as a whole, and to the cause of real 
unity among Christians. A. O. BARKWAY. 
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CHURCH UNION IN NORTH INDIA 


A further step towards Church Union’‘in North India was taken 
when the Negotiating Committee met at Bishop's College, Cal- 
cutta, in the last week of March: The Anglican delegates were 
the Bishops of Nasik and Lucknow, Archdeacon Sully, and the 
Rev. A. Adolphus. The Rev. Father Macbeth, Superior of the 
— Mission to Calcutta, was invited by the Metropolitan to 

present as an observer. Unfortunately the Bishop of Chota 
Necpal was kept away by illness.. Other delegates came from the 
United Church of North India, the Wesleyans, the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, and the Baptists. Bishop Hollis, of the Church of 
Seuth India, was also present. There was frank discussion about 
the * Basis of Negotiation '’. The atmosphere is reported to have 
been very good, a genuine effort being made to face the situation 
realistically. 


UNIFICATION OF MINISTRIES 


The Scheme of Union which is emerging from these negotiations 
differs in some important respects from the South India Scheme. 
In this Scheme for union in North India, as in the Ceylon Scheme, 
which it resembles in many particulars, an attempt is made to 
unify the ministries of the uniting bodies from the start. The 
promoters of the union seem to have realized the disadvantages 
of having two different types of ministry side by side in the united - 
Church, one episcopally ordained, and the other not. The expedient 
for unifying the ministries, both in this and in the Ceylon Scheme, 
is to bea mutual laying on of hands ifi d solemn act of rededication 


_ with prayer. * This involves the acknowledgment of a common 


lack in all our ministries, due to our divisions, in that they are 
limited in authority, and have not the seal of the whole Church. 
In this act we seek the grace of God for a wider and more effectual 
fulfilment of our ministry under God’s gracious providence in 
leading us into this union ”’ 

To supply this ** common lack ’’, at the inauguration of union 
the existing Presbyters and Bishops of each of the uniting Churches 


are to accept through the laying on of hands of the duly authorized 


persons of the other Churches uniting with them, the additional 
authority that they lack in separation. The suggested words to 
be used_at the laying on of hands are as follows—** Receive the 
Holy Ghost for the fuller exercise of Christ’s ministry in the office 
of a Presbyter in the Church of God; and for a wider and more 
effectual service thereifi take thou authority to preach the Word 


_of God, to fulfil the ministry of reconciliation, and to minister 


Christ’s sacraments in the congregations whereunto thou shalt be_ 
called or regularly appointed. And see-thou do all these things in 
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brotherly partnership with God's fellow-workers whom in’ this 
union of Churches He has made thine.” 

The objection which has been felt by all concerned to this 
method-of unifying episcopal and non-episcopal ministries is that 
it is likely to be interpreted in difterent senses by the uniting 
parties. What non-Anglicans would look upon as a commission 
for wider service an extension of authority, Angheans might 
regard as ordination those who are, in their 
estimation, not validly ordained. The United Church of North 
India felt the danger of this inte rpretation so acutely that some 
time before the meeting of the Negotiating Committee they passed 
_a resolution to the etiect that it must be clearly and specifically 
stated that all ministries were absolutely equal.” So to guard 
against any possible misunderstanding or ambiguity, the intention 
of the * Uniting Churches "’ was stated in the following words 

‘The Uniting Churches inte nd by prayer and the laying on of 
hands to seek from God tor thei if ministers whatever of the fulness 
of ( hrist’s-grace,-commission and auth mty each may need for the 
performance of, his proper office within the United Church, and ° 
to provide a ministry fully accredited in the eyes of all its members, 
and as far as may be of the Church throughout the world, 

* They adopt the laying-on of hands as the scriptural and tradi- 
ton. U symbol of the bestowing of spiritual gifts of God. 

‘While ognizing that there may be different interpretations 
of this rite, deriving from different Church traditions, the Uniting 
Churches agree that the use of this rite does not imply a denial 
of the reality of the ordination previously received by those now 
seeking to become presbyters in the United Church : it does not 
imply the replacement of that ordination by a new ordination, 
nor is it pre ‘sumed to bestow agamor to renew any grace, vifts, 
character or authority that have already been bestowed upon 
them by God by whatever means.” : 

This was agreed to after prolonged discussion by all, including 
the Anglicans. 

So it is made clear beyond any possibility of misunderstanding 
that the ceremony of mutual layving-oh of hands ts in no sense to 
be an ordination, and no Anglican can claim it to be such, In 

Continued on page 10, 
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